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Pre-Appeai Brief Conference Pilot Program, a request for a -ev * > nine m as cm 
appeal tsh - i . ss 'k \wuu \ppv \ <^ ^ 

pane ex an ; is requested be « < < !(J ?er and are 

without basis, in view of a clear legal or factual deficiency in the rejections. Ail rights to address 
addb i natters on ppea i my subsequent appeal brief e hereby reserved 

Hsu -~N i * m liuhosl 2 ^ c 1 - i f 1 ael o f 

claims I and 38 is directed to a fuse that includes, antong other elements, a fuse tube assembly 
i. si pu- 1 „ 1 )K l r et tb >| < f i ! v i i _ i'Ks 3 po 1 melt to 

assembly and a reinforcing structure formed over the pre- formed tubular support structure after 

\ t< " L - ! V -> ~ !! f -> «. i C 

t is fore g i 1 teh do er steps rN 1 < > * an cfectrica 

* 1 a u u M sj structure, i f m om < „ at foi.si a portion of 
lectricai assem > ned tubular sup - ire, applying a reii t 

structure over the pre- formed tubular support stmeture. 

Claims 1-4, 6-11, 14, 16, 1 7, 22-25, 27-29, 31-33. 37-39 have been rejected as being 
anticipated by US. Patent No. 3.9/9,709 (/'Healey* '). Dependent claim 5 has been rejected as 
obvious over Healey in view of U.S. Patent No. 4,349,803 C'Tobin"). Claims 12, 13, and 26 
have been rejected as obvious over Healey in view of US. Patent No. 4,028,656 ("Schmunk"). 
C i s lat eee o„ sC .0 mi^ioj v >u 11 J ! e i o f V no,var ' >e e> > f 
U.S. Patent No. 5,261,980 ("Pearce"). Claims 18-21, 30, and 34-36 have been rejected as 
obvious over Healey, 
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Applicant specifically asks the panel to review the issues highlighted below. 

* > Jo s o v _ ! 1 v ngngVd' 

a ar e-fonn ed tubular support structure after surrounding at l e ast a port ion of an electrical 

Heak-y relate- ! e i- ^ 

i \ egnated glass c h i ee plk & 6c ? of a v lss fibc 
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with resin. As such, even if some portion of the casing 6 could he argued to correspond to the 
pre-forrned tabular support structure reeded in claim .25, no portion of the casing 6 could be said 
toocfom^v ! c ' t i 'i i i 1 ^ .cine* ssemhh 

Since such an arrangemem would be precluded by the presence of the mandrel. 

u:s l i a tn st this ti son the rejeetic claim 25 au s ndent claim* 
should be withdrawn. 

^HegJev does not describe a method tbat includes applying a reinforcing str ucture ov er 
- fa tubular supp ort s 1 s no Lfo.gl 
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issembl) im 25 requires t! re- ub structure is >e the i > 1 a 

ar.p t is apnhed. This does n-t occur m tlcalcy. in p,o a - a rhe re eetian asserts that 
plies 6a and oh of Heaiey's casing 6 correspond to the recited pre denned U imlar support 
x , ot } \i< i t ed reit ft \ aaure, plies ha and obby 

themselves cannot he said to form a tabular support structure anal after dag have beet; 
integrated with ply 6c and cured. Thus, e\ en when plies 6a. oh, and 6c has e been formed into a 

iC s ; i n - ■> 1 s i 1 1 1 j oei ma nx 

icu . c i " i > a vie v C - < ^ ee p a.- ha oo 

and f -e a>a intega^ed. 
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dependent claims should be withdrawn. 

h i v i _i 1 ' ' '_. _ _ 1 
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merely referring to die sequence of puttin g fuse co mponents together; rather, if is refcjlillg.to a 
_ * ^ji i 1 - - > _ r i 

■} v •> M v i I \ M ^ S i ^ ! t t I t 

fubid e- t s : et e v d to t t i h support sn uro to bv. formed before the 
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furthc m i ifrat he 1 cetw wcrl i 1 > , s it the reinforcing 

itructur is fom ert for ul ipport sti * s ed does no .... 
t ! 5 ^ i, . e i s ' - ^ 5 
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tvp ^tV ^ uuv v., a< 1 srpi s caieimeouuf vvf ui g -h <tet. 
Thus, if the fuse were disassembled and the reinforcing structure were removed, a tabular 
support street e would rem By < is se such as disc k ed i Heaie> o tabula 

iUppc structure v, Id remai er the ? tforc - r v e is I 

4 : ,J;hgaley does not disclose a predprrned tubular support siructiug end s_rdnJorcing 
sjruei.orc jbnned ever the pre-foTtrred tubular support structure, as recite d in claims 1 aiul3jh 

\s noted above, Heaiey rs es to an elect fus a uniuatedc; rbrnu o 

iat up is i -.i i -t is Ifv'.i vduM 

mu and integrated together, and Bealey does not disclose a ge^onned mbalar support 
structure over which a fiber matrix reinforcing structure is formed. 

The rejection asserts that plies 6a and oh correspond to die recited pre-fonxsed tubular 
support structure and that ply 6c corresponds to the recited reinforcing structure-; However, plies 

o ^ 0 pK U- i US 1M s u 11 - - t ^1 \. jnse m~ 

the plies 6a, 6b, and be, to be formed into a casing, they must be laid over an inner mandrel D2 
of a die that is used to define the shape of the casing. However, the plies 6a and 6b by 
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6c and cured. Thus, even when plies 6a, 6b, and 6c have been formed into a rigid, structure, them 

j « o' l ! i an* c ! f v v U ^ a < i ^ m - \> r k ik i 

formed. Rather, there is only a single structure in which the plies 6a, 6b. and 6c are integrated. 

Accordingly, tor at least these reasons, the rejection of claims I and 38, and their 
dependent claims, should he withdrawn. 
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